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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claims 2, 8, and 14 are objected to because of the following informality: "said document a 
screen portion" in lines 1-2, 2, and 2 respectively. Examiner suggests "said docviment and a screen 
portion". 

2. Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informality: "using of wireless access 
protocol" in lines 1-2. Examiner suggests "using ef a wireless access protocol". 

3. Claim 18 is objected to because of the following informality: "to se wireless access protocol" 
in line 2. Examiner suggests "to use wireless access protocol".. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-6 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 13, and 14 recite the limitation "said network resource" in lines 7, 2, 8, and 3 
respectively. It is unclear whether Applicant is referring to the first or the second network resource. 
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Judging from the specification, it is Examiner's best understanding that Applicant meant to refer to 
the first network resource. The claims will be treated on the merits accordingly. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this tide, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the * 

subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

8. Claims 1, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lincke 
(U.S. 6,397,259, hereinafter "Lincke") in view of Quatrano et al. (U.S. 6,748,420, hereinafter 
"Quatrano"). 

9. Regarding claim 1, Lincke teaches a method for providing for a first network resource (180) 
to facilitate access of a client to content, comprising the steps of: 

receiving from a user (column 15 lines 42-55) a request for a document (124) stored at a 
second network resource (140); and 

obtaining the requested document from the second network resource (250-260). 

Lincke does not expressly teach that proxy 180 (i.e., the first network resource) performs the 
following functions: 

(a) determining whether the requested document contains instructions for redirecting to a 
document at a network resource other than said second network resource; 
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(b) replacing said instructions with an instruction to redirect to said network resource, and 

(c) providing said document to said user with said replaced instructions. 

10. Nonetheless, the above limitations (a-c) are standard functions of a proxy server, as 
evidenced by Quatrano. In a similar art, Quatrano teaches an example operation of a proxy server 
wherein hyperlinks to alternate network resources are replaced with references to the proxy server 
before being sent to the user (column 3 lines 42-61). 

1 1 . Given the teachings of Quantrano, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to replace hyperlinks to alternate network resources with references to proxy 180 (i.e., the first 
network resource) before returning the requested document to the user. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to off-load some of the server processing from web server 140 (i.e., the second 
network resource). 

12. Regarding claim 7, Lincke teaches a system for providing for a first network resource (180) 
to facilitate access of a client to content, comprising: 

means for requesting (126), in response to a request from a client (124), a document from a 
second network resource (140). 

13. Lincke does not expressly teach that proxy 180 (i.e., the first network resource) comprises 
means for performing the following functions: 

(a) identifying and rewriting instructions in said document to request a second document from a 
location other than on said first network resource; and 

(b) providing said document to said client with said rewritten instructions. 

14. Nonetheless, the above limitations (a-b) are standard functions of a proxy server, as 
evidenced by Quatrano. In a similar art, Quatrano teaches an example operation of a proxy server 
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wherein hyperlinks to alternate network resources are replaced with references to the proxy server 
before being sent to the user (column 3 lines 42-61). 

15. Given the teachings of Quantrano, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to replace hjq^erlinks to alternate network resources with references to proxy 180 (i.e., the first 
network resource) before returning the requested document to the user. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to off-load some of the server processing from web server 140 (i.e., the second 
network resource). 

16. Regarding claim 13, Lincke-Quantrano teaches the method applied to claim 1. Proxy 180 
(i.e., the first network resource) must inherendy comprise a storage medium having stored therein a 
plurality of instructions, wherein the plurality of instructions, when executed by a processor at a first 
network resource, cause the processor to perform the steps of claim 1 in order to perform said steps 
of claim 1. 

17. Claims 2-6 and 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lincke 
in view of Quatrano, and further in view of Gvily (U.S. 2002/0065955). 

18. Regarding claims 2, 8, and 14, Lincke-Quatrano teaches the method applied to claim 1, the 
system applied to claim 7, and the storage medium applied to claim 13. Lincke-Quatrano does not 
teach providing the user with said document and a screen portion having a link to linked term 
content on said network resource. Nonetheless, it was well known in the art to scan an HTML 
document and embed hyperlinks to related term content into the document, as evidenced by Gvily. 
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19. In a similar art, Gvily teaches a method of objectifying web pages wherein an HTML 
document is scanned and links to related content are embedded into the document (paragraph 
0028). Given the teachings of Gvily, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
scan the requested document and embed links to related content therein, thereby enabling the user 
to easily navigate to related content. 

20. Furthermore, since Quantrano teaches that proxies embed hyperlinks to alternate network 
resources are replaced with references to the proxy server before being sent to the user, it would 
have been obvious to do the same with the linked term content, thereby off-loading some of the 
server processing from the web server that serves the linked content. 

21. Regarding claims 3, 9, and 15, Lincke-Quatrano-Gvily teaches the method applied to claim 2, 
the system applied to claim 8, and the storage, medium applied to claim 14. The metadata related to 
the embedded hyperlinks could clearly comprise the selected terms from the document (e.g., the 
"About the movie" link in figure 6 could clearly comprise the movie name). The embedded links are 
custom links received from the user. 

22. Regarding claims 4, 10, and 16, Lincke-Quatrano-Gvily teaches the method applied to claim 
3, the system applied to claim 9, and the storage medium applied to claim 15. The method, system, . 
and storage medium instructions are capable of performing a search for documents related to the 
associated term and providing a document including results of said search to the user. If a prior art 
structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. See Ifi re Casey^ 370 F.2d 
576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 
1963). 
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23. Regarding claims 5, 11, and 17, Lincke-Quatxano-Gvily teaches the method applied to claim 
3 and the storage medium applied to claim 15. The method, system, and storage medium 
instructions are capable of providing information relating to availability of products and services 
associated with said term. If a prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it 
meets the claim. See In re Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In n Otto, 312 F.2d 
937, 939, 136 USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). 

24. Regarding claims 6, 12, and 18, Lincke-Quatrano-Gvily teaches the method applied to claim 
3, the system applied to claim 7, and the storage medium applied to claim 13, wherein the providing 
comprises use of a wireless access protocol (Lincke, column 10 lines 43-44, CML is a wireless access 
protocol). 

Conclusion 

25. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

26. It is noted that Fischer (U.S. 2002/0099852) is not prior art. However, Fischer's subject 
matter is considered highly relevant to the instant application and was filed only 28 days after the 
instant application. 
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27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Philip S. Scuderi. whose telephone number is (571) 272-5865. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8am-5pm. 

28. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenton B. Burgess can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

29. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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